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7:00 p. m
MR. GASPER: Thanks Maureen. So now we

turn to the part of the neeting that’s your part of
the neeting. This is your opportunity to comment on
the Environnmental |npact Statenent as it is in draft
form to raise some of those issues that Mureen
hi ghl i ght ed and nmake any ot her conments you think are
pertinent to developnment of the program for
devel opnent of alternative energy and alternate use in
the CQuter continental shelf. W would like to
establish sone, sort of rules, the rules for
commenting here tonight. First of those is if you do
pl an to make comments that first you regi ster outside.
| know several of you are planning to make conments.
You’' ve already registered. But if there is anybody
that has come in late and you haven't registered
please go out and do that so we can have the

information to support the record for the EIS. You

can also use -- you can comment in witten form
tonight by filling out the conment form that can be
found out at the registration desk. |[If you haven’'t

pi cked up that form al ready, think of sonmething you
want to coment on, stop by the registration desk,

pick it up and you can turn that formin to anybody
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here who’'s got a nane tag and it will get submtted
and recorded and used i n devel opnment of the final EIS.

And again you can take that witten comment form and
mail it to the address that’s already on the comrent
form So, but conmenting here tonight or in ora

fashi on, again we ask that you sign up. W’ ve already
tal ked about that. Wen do you -- when it is tine for
you to nmake the comment, if you would please cone
down, you can see there’s a mcrophone here and a
m crophone there. |f you would conme down, state your
nanme and you affiliation so that the court reporter
can record that, get everything straight. And then
make your comrent. We ask that initially you try to
keep your comrents to about three mnutes. Now
clearly that’s our guideline for when we have 150
people in the roomthe size like this. Tonight | think
we will probably have a little nore flexibility than
that, but those are the guidelines. And we would
appreciate it if you would limt your conments to the
scope of the EIS. There are certain nmany thi ngs goi ng
on related to devel opnment of energy in the outer
continental shelf and in state waters that are
i mportant but they are not the focus of this effort
here tonight. So please do limt your conments to the

programmatic EIS. So at this point in tinme | would
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like to open up the public coment period and --

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: |s there time to ask
guestions to follow up on and I would like to go back
and schedul e that August of 20077

MR. GASPER: August of 2007, yes.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Four months fromthen.

MR. GASPER: Ckay. Al right. Wthout
any further ado then, first speaker, Gen Arthur,
Chai rman of the New Jersey Council of Diving d ubs.

MR. ARTHUR: | asked you not to nmke ne
first.

MR. GASPER: That’s what you get for
showi ng up first.

MR. ARTHUR:  Thank you. As the gentlenan
stated, my name is A enn Arthur, New Jersey Council of
Diving Cubs on Sherman. In going through the
sections of the EIS that pertain to our sport, we
woul d ask that you add a little bit to it as far as
under your summary in the beginning, your cunul ative
i mpacts of the proposed action. W would ask that you
add in recreationally behind the words comerci al
where they describe fisheries to include both anglers
and ourselves in the sunmary. There’'s two points on
t hat . And also in Section 4.2.14.2, benthic

comunities, adding in recreationally behind the word
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commercially where it describes inportant species. |
kind of feel that we got left out on that section
There is also a portion of the summary which says
devel opnent i s expected to occur nearer to shore where
maxi mum water depth would be 100 neters, which
translates to 328 feet or less for wind and wave
technologies and |'’m sure you are aware, New Jersey
has had a series of hearings, two years ago, our bl ue
ri bbon panel, they had handouts given by the
Department of Environnental Protection which stated
"this technology requires relatively shallow waters
| ess than 80 feet deep"” and these were referring to
t he nmonopol es that were displayed earlier. Also in
the summary section on technol ogy testing states "in
the United States developers would likely skip the
pil ot and denonstration phase and nove directly to
comercial operation.” | believe this neans that it
woul d have been a larger final product rather than a
denonstrati on phase. That’s at | east howwe i nterpret
that. Thereis alsothelittle discrepancy here. You
nmentioned in Section 5.2.11. 4 under operations "there
is a special”" -- I"'msorry. "There is a possibility
that maj or projects that cover |arge areas, estinated

proj ects areas of 10-60 kil oneters square, 4-25 m|les

square have been reported with rmultiple platfornms
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di sbursed within the project area could result in
substantial changes in the abundance and diversity
organisns within the area. |'mwondering if -- we're
wondering if this sense of benchmark for the size of
the wind farns. And the maj or portion and this gets,
| don’t knowif | should just quote the sectiontitles
or read the whole quote because this is going to get
| ong here. You are rather contradictory in where and
how you are going to police the areas of the w nd
farmns. There is multiple sections that talk of
excl usionary zones. One of the |east of which says
consequently the anmount of area that would be lost to
fishing activities froma single isolated wi nd tower
woul d be very smal | conparative to simlar surroundi ng
habitat even if a exclusion area with a radius of 500
neters, over 1,600 feet was designated for safety
pur poses. And yet there’'s also a section in here
which as | had said a nmonment ago, is 4-23 square
mles. That’s alittle contradictory. You talk about
i ndividual turbine with that small an area, fine.
Where you are talking wind farm up to 23 square
mles, that coul d be possibly excluded and in all but
two sections that | was able to find, you nentioned
total exclusion of both commrercial and recreational

fishing vessels. And yet in several sections it
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mentions that, whereis it. In fact because the towers
associated with the OCS wi nd energy structures would
likely service artificial reefs and attract speci es of
pel agic and denersal fish that are popular wth
recreational anglers, project areas could becone
recreation fishing areas. And there is a section that
al so under your analysis of the proposed action in
this alternate table 7.1.1-1, land use and existing
i nfrastructure, comrercial shipping woul d be excl uded
withinthe facilities but other uses e.g. recreational
fishing woul d be possible. | nean, with the exception
of the commercial sector, these statenments do
contradi ct each other, and that’s one of the biggest
concerns divers have. |If you put these square mles
worth of area farms out there and excl ude vessel s, our
sport in that area is going to die. | nean, granted
you have nmandates in there that say you are not going
to be around artificial reefs, you are not going to be
around, we don’t have any NPAs or very few and nost
are i n-shore areas of protection that you woul d avoi d.
Most of our diving is done within three mles and in
wat ers that have no protection. Ganted, |’m sure

you are not going to put it out near sone of the major
wr ecks that we dive on, but you could put themin the

area and therefore exclude us. And as | said, you are
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contradicting yourself in the EIS. You are going to
all ow recreational use. Thank you.

MR. GASPER: Thank you. denn, are you
going to submt those witten coments.

MR ARTHUR: Yes.

MR. GASPER: Geat. Gkay. Thank you.
Okay, next on the list is Kevin Hassell with the New
Jersey Departnment of Environnental Protection

MR. HASSELL: Good evening. My nanme is
Kevin Hassell. I’'m with New Jersey’s Coasta
Managenent Program  Tonight | am maki ng my conments
on behal f of the New Jersey Departnment of
Environnental Protection. W are pleased to have the
opportunity to comrent on the draft programmatic EI S
and we appreciate the efforts by MW that has
obvi ously gone pertaining to this docunent. At the
same time we realize that nmuch hard work by MVB on
this issue remains. M coments of this evening are
prelimnary and the department wll furnish nore
specific witten comments soon in response to the
programmatic EI'S posting. Both the current econom c
and environment concerns regarding pronounced gas
em ssions have created substantial interest in the
devel opnent of renewable and alternate energies.

However, suitable sites for trading |and base

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

9

renewabl e energy facilities in the vicinity of mjor
| and centers are often scarce and were unavail abl e.
The situation has spread considerable interest in
potenti al offshore resources, such as wi nd, waves and
currents and New Jersey is no exception. New Jersey
is noving forward with boldinitiatives that recognize
the effects of our energy use upon the environnent.
One progressive action is Governor Corzine' s recent
executive order nunber 54, which calls for aggressive
reductions in statew de greenhouse gas em ssions.
Another significant step is updating New Jersey’s
Energy Master Plan, which is being undertaken by New
Jersey’s Board of Public Uilities. Renewabl e energy
technologies coupled wth conservation energy
efficiency hold great problenms in providing for our
energy needs. New Jersey fully supports the
devel opnent of offshore alternative energy facilities
that are conpatible with our natural resources, our
touri sm econony and critical existing uses, such as
shi ppi ng, navigation and fisheries. Establishnent of
the alternate energy related use program is an
i nportant step regardi ng regul ati on of of fshore energy
facilities on the outer continental shelf. NewJersey
is concerned about the absence of baseline data for

the variety of species, including birds, fish,
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manmmal s, reptiles, some of which are in danger or
t hreat ened t hat nay be affected by the constructi on of
of fshore facilities. Information regardi ng essenti al
habitats, migration patterns and behavi oral responses
of species to habitat alterations nust inform
decisions with regard to the appropriate pl acenent of
of fshore facilities and is essential to the successful
i npl enentation of this program Per haps nore
difficult to quantify are the cumul ative inpact of
deci sions. The actual inpact of this programw || not
be fully evident within the time franme discussed in
the EI' S but rather many years in the future. | would
i ke to enphasi ze that New Jersey strongly feels that
curmul ative inpact analyses are an essential elenent
that nust be considered in siting offshore energy
projects. The Departnent of Environmental Protection
| ooks forward to pursuing technical and call sharing
opportunities with MVB to advance these goals of
envi ronnent al responsi bl e of f shore energy producti on.
The departnent is pleased to announce that the
di vision of science, research and technol ogy issued
its elicitation for research proposals less than a
week ago on April 19. The objective of this
approximately 4.5 mllion dollar study slendered with

t he approval of Governor Corzine is to conduct these

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

11

baseline studies in the waters of f New Jersey’s coast
to elucidate the use of the area by nmarine and mari ne
associ at ed species. This investigation will include a
coll ection of data on the distribution, abundance and
mgratory patterns of avian and nmarine mamml, sea
turtles and other species in the study area during an
18-nmont h peri od. The SRP can be viewed online at
WWw. nj . gov/ dep/ dsr. The departnment established an
internal technical review commttee, which was
responsi ble for drafting the SRP and will reviewthe
proposal s and select a contractor to undertake this
i mportant work. Because of the inportance of this
project, NewJersey felt it was appropriate to request
the involvenent of federal agencies including the
Nati onal Marine Fisheries Service, United States Fi sh
and Wl |l ness Service and of course MMS. Once again
t he departnent would I'i ke to t hank M neral s Managenent
Service for agreeing to serve as part of New Jersey
reviewconmttee. The baseline ecol ogi cal study, such
as the one New Jersey has initiated, are essential to
an appropriate and functional alternative energy
program on the OCS. W vigorously encourage MVS to
urge other states to undertake sinilar endeavors. In
the future, New Jersey hopes to continue its

relationship with MV as a funding partner in
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exam nation of essential offshore energy facility
i ssues. New Jersey has recoghized that we face
serious growing threat fromclinmate change and that
nmust be addressed and New Jersey has set out to be a
| eader in devel oping cleaner renewable sources of
energy that will contributeto mtigating this threat.
In considering the proposals for generating energy
fromalternative sources in OCS, we nust be vigilant
to the potential for wunattended consequences, we
shoul d require a conprehensive EIS rich project and
then proceed secure in the know edge that we have
fully consi dered t he consequences of each proposal and
practical alternatives. Thank you for your efforts in
addressing this conpl ex issue.

MR. GASPER: Thank you. Next speaker,
Dan Li eb, New Jersey Hurricane -- excuse ne Historical
Di vers Associ ation Shore Aquatic C ub.

MR. LIEB: I’mthe current president of the
New Jersey Hi storical Divers Cub and the vice-
president of the New Jersey Historical D vers
Associ ation and a vi ce-president of the Shore Aquatic
Cl ub. Shore Aquatic is a social club recreational
di ve group that has concerns about the use and overuse
of the ocean in our area. But the New Jersey

Hi stori cal Divers Association takes a different
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approach to that. W are concerned about the cul tural
resources that are out there and access to those
resources. But, | just want to make a quick little
map here. Long Island, the New Jersey Coast. This
has, as you all notice, the New York bite. W have
three major shipping |lanes that converge in a very,
very tight area here between Rockaway Poi nt and Sandy
Hook. This is, unlike many ot her areas off the coast
of the United States and ot her areas around the United
States, this is a particularly wunique area or
certainly there are a few areas that are like this.
When you | ook at areas like Florida, which is a big
poi nt of |and that people navigate, they try to keep
clear of it, except for sone of the coastal port
areas. Wen you |l ook at areas |i ke Cape Code, when
you |ook at areas like North Carolina, there are
points of land that go well out into the ocean that
peopl e choose to avoid. What’s interesting about our
area is that this is like a funnel. This is where
everyone wants to get and because of that we have
t hree maj or shipping | anes converge on this area and
t here’ s an enornous anount of traffic comng intothis
area. Not going by it or not only going by it, but
coming in and out of this area. There is a trenendous

anount of shipping traffic. Wen you talk about the
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wind turbines, in particular, and you talk about
putting these things up in water that is about 80 feet
deep, you are pretty nuch covering this entire
shi pping lane here and nost of this shipping |ane
here. Historically, for the past three hundred years,
t here’ s been an enornous anmount of shipping comng in
and out of the port of New York and Port Elizabeth

Port Newar k, and consequently you’ ve had a hi gh nunber
of shi pw ecks. People in North Carolina will say,
well there’s 6,000 shipwecks off of North Carolina
but that covers a very broad area. There are 5,000
docurnent ed shi pw ecks that have occurred in this area
and they are all very close to shore. They are all in
a very tight area, and nost of themoccurred in these
shi ppi ng | anes, due to collision, structural fatigues,
stornms. Mdst of the wecks concentrate in this area
here between about the 80-90 foot |ine and the coast.
There are a | ot of wecks that are piled up al ong the
shore here, in New Jersey, and al ong the shore here in
Long |Isl and. If these windmll pylons, if these
towers are going to occur in 80 feet or |ess water,
they are going to be in an area that has a
concentration of shipw ecks. If they are going to
occupy, like an area of bottomthat’'s five by five,

maybe 25 square mles, there are going to be a --
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certainly they are going to begin to affect our access
into these areas where there are shipwecks.
Shi pwecks that we visit for recreational purposes.
Shi pwwecks that we study for  historical and
archeol ogi cal purposes. Shipwecks that we fish
because there are fish that live on it, recreational
fi shermen want to get to these three resources and t he
fisherman that want to fish between them the
draggers, the clamers, the |obsternen that want to
put their rigs off these wecks or they want to drag
their rigs between these wecks. They don’'t want to
snag the wecks. They don’t want to | ose t housands of
dol I ars worth of equi pment on these sites. They want
to avoid it. So you ve got people that want to use
t he sites and peopl e that want to use the areas around
the sites. W consider these resources to be nmulti-
user facilities. Everybody wants to use them And
when you quartered off an area and say no, no, no, you
cannot get into this area. You can’t go sl al om ng
bet ween these things |like a skier going down a hill
because you are going to collide with our facilities.
W say the area is too large. To ne, it seenms the
best thing to do is to not utilize this area because
it is such a hightraffic area and such a heavily used

area that you are only going to be overcrowdi ng
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People want to put a natural gas island out here
Peopl e want to put windm | ls out here. People want to
put artificial reefs out here. People want to
restrict people fromusing those artificial reefs by
establ i shing sanctuari es. The area is so heavily
burdened, | don’t know how much nore it could take.
O course | ambeing a little enotional when | say
that, but that’'s where studies cone in to find out
exactly how much it can take. So the points that |
wanted to raise were that this is a very tight areato
be establishing this sort of technol ogy. Perhaps the
@ul f m ght be better. |It’s broader. [It’s nore open.
You have shall ower water for nuch greater distances
out at sea. Milti-user resources. You are going to
start cutting into the wecks, the reefs that we have
avai lable to us. Overuse as | nentioned, everybody
wants to build sonething out here or establish

somet hi ng out here. Sonme zone to exclude. Some zone

to include. | also mght add that although | really
amin favor of windmll technology, | think it is
fantastic. |'m not necessarily convinced that the

ocean in New Jersey is the best place to establish
wi ndm Il farms. | think that there are plenty of
areas within the state that would be ideal for it and

readily avail able. Thank you.
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MR. GASPER: Thank you. Next speaker is

TimDillinghamwi th the Arerican Littoral Society.
MR. DI LLI NGHAM Good evening. First let nme
congratul ate you as being the first folks that | have
seen that have held a hearing invol ving of fshore w nd
and didn’'t attract an enornmous crowd. In addition
again TimDillingham | amthe executive director of
the Anerican Littoral Society. W are a nenbership
based nati onal conversation organi zation dealing with
coastal issues. W have offices in New York, New
Jersey, Florida. | also served by appointnent of
Gover nment Cody on New Jersey’s Bl ue Ri bbon panel for
of fshore w nd developnent, which | think denn
nmenti oned earlier on. | guess | wll do forma

comments, witten comrents on the EI S and subm t those

toyouinthe tine frane, as well. But | wanted just
to, | guess touch on a couple of criticisnms in reading
through this. | think part of this grows out of what

| read in your docunents as to the role and function
of the prelimnary EI'S, programmatic EIS. And that
is, the franework thereis, thereis this docunment and
it’s very, very generic and very broad, very genera
and lacking in facts that are specific to the waters
inwhichthese facilities or operations m ght be sited

and operated at one level. And then the next |evel of
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revi ew and establ i shnment of decision criteriawould be
at a project level. And there is trenendous gap in
there. | think it goes to the concerns or the issues
that the state just rai sed about really the judgnents
on risks and the acceptability of the inpacts or even
being able to predict the inpacts of these kinds of
proposals is really tough to determne on a case by
case basis. One windm |l or one ocean turbine has a
very different set of inpacts across that range of
resources, industries, users, and interests which are
identified than does one field of 200 as being
proposed of f the state of Del aware or a series of 140
of f of Cape Code, 200 of Rhode Island, 40 off of Long
| sl and, any where between 80 and 1, 000 of New Jersey,
depending on which benchmark you use, 200 off of
Del aware, Virginia, on down the line. And so what the
EIS fails to do, even though it acknow edges the
necessity of that kind of analysis is to do that
analysis. So | think that it’s conclusions on risks
that ultimately the inplenentation of this program
would only result in negligible or mnor risks that
could be mitigated is really unfounded by any anal ysi s
that will | ead you to be able to responsi bly make t hat
conclusion. There are also, | think, throughout the

docunent, a nunmber of factual errors and defi ci enci es.
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There are under estinmated or over estimations of the
potential of alternative energy to displace fossil-
based fuels, sort of sweeping statenents nade about
how it m ght happen. Al of those opportunities, if
you want to call themthat, are prem sed on the idea
that you can site these facilities in a way that the
tradeoffs or the i npacts of the existing resources are
there, the existing uses of the ocean are acceptabl e.
You know, we sort of operate on the prem se that you
don’t trade one resource for the other. So, in our
desires to address the reduction of greenhouse gases
or to provide for capacity next to |load centers. W
don’t trade away the ocean. W don't trade away its
resources. Particularly when you do a hard objective
analysis of the ability to integrate sonme of these
alternative technologies or alternative generation
nmet hodol ogi es into a grid based el ectrical system you
find that those benefits are fairly small and in fact
there are a nunber of options that could provide the
capacity there that are probably much | ess expensive
to the public. Wen you |ook at the econom cs and
| ook at the nunbers of particularly offshore w nd,

don’t think anybody will try to argue that it can't
happen wi t hout a trenendous anount of public subsidy

either through tax credits, either through regul atory
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mechani sms such as the environnental credits to go
wi th the renewabl e portfolio standards and t hat noney,
that public noney mght be better invested in other
pl aces. That type of alternative | did not see inthe
ElIS. But again, | think the fundanental flawis that
the EIS doesn’t establish a benchmark or an overal

alternative energy devel opment goal that it wants to

anal yze these inpacts around. And | think that was

very doabl e, at least at a certain |level. Most of the
states, if we take the Atlantic region and the
Nort heast, nobst of the states, | believe, are
participants in the regional greenhouse gas

initiatives, they have renewabl e portfolio standards,
all of which have |inkages back to estinmations of
power that these types of facilities ostensively are
going to provide. So thereis an ability to take that
benchmark or that goal, relay it back to t he nunber of
turbi nes that you need at sone given capacity factor.
The PIJM Gid that feeds New Jersey only credits
offshore wind with 20 percent of the naneplate
capacity. Estinmate how many turbines you are talking
about and the back of the envelope, we are talKking
about thousands at tines. Esti mate how nuch ocean
area that it is going to occupy. Were it mght be

| ocat ed because as you recognize it can only be so far
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of fshore. And then start to | ook at what the inpacts
are going to be, where that’s displacenent of
traditional uses of the ocean or inpacts upon marine
manmmal s, migratory birds or fisheries. EIS doesn't do
that. Again, so the conclusion of the docunment at the
nmonment that the risks are mnimal is really, just
can’t be supported by the nmethodol ogy that’s put out
t here. On sonme specifics, there was a mnimal,

woul d say probably inaccurate evaluation of the
reactions of the visual inpacts. There is a
unfortunate tendency to dismss it as being trivial,
as being not in my back yard. New Jersey did, as a
result of the work that we did a couple of years ago
on of fshore wi nd, comn ssi oned a publ i c opi ni on survey
and |look at what the inpacts would be on tourism
visitation to the beach, which is a trenmendous part of
New Jersey’ s econony. And they found that 12 percent
of the people that they surveyed woul d not cone back
or not visit because of the visual inpacts of the
turbines sited, | think nostly within three mles and
inthat |evel of acceptable rose, the further out they
got, the less visual intrusion there was. When
Rut gers University then, in a separate study, rel ated
that back to what a 10 percent decline in tourism

m ght nean in the four costal counties in New Jersey.
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It will cost 4,800 jobs, 134 mnmllion dollars in
review, 6.9 mllion dollars in |ocal tax revenue. So
these are not insignificant nunbers. The EIS gives
very, very mininmal treatnment to it and obvi ously sone
of that information was readily available. Sinlar
st udi es have been done that associated with Cape Wnd
up in Cape Cod. Again, the idea of exclusions,
excl usi on areas, the European experience, at |least in
the UK seens to be increasingly that they are noving
towards exclusion areas. Measure what that
di spl acenent is. Measure whose being kicked out,
whether it is the recreational divers or comercia

fi sherman. Wat does that displacenment nmean. There
are studi es that have been done by national fisheries
service in relation to their closures for fisheries
managenent purposes where they are very good at
under st andi ng what the m cro econom cs are. You know,
t he conmercial fishing operations out of May Atl antic
are fairly small ports, even though Cape May i s one of
the | argest ports on the East coast. There are not a
| ot of people involved so the inpacts that they feel
fromthat kind of displacenent are tremendous. There
is no discussion about the |evel of service vessels.
There is a discussion, |'m sorry. But | think it

underesti nat es the experi ence at Horns Rev where they

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

23

programmed in two visits per turbine per year and
found they had five unschedul ed ones because of
technical difficulties. Al of the service vessels
have to go i n some dock space somewhere and as anybody
knows it works on water dependent use protection.
Dock space for conmercial boats is beconm ng nore and
nore scarce. So what is the displacenent there.
Those types of issues were not dealt with and those
are the real ones that really ought to be brought into
play in this cal cul us because they are the ones that
are related back to the acceptability, back to the
alternatives and really are the things that need to be
done through this kind of work. So we will -- and |
guess lastly, the conclusion of the study, sone say
that the findings of the nmental inpacts is based upon
this presunption that there can be proper siting and
mtigation but the EIS itself acknow edges that we
don’t have the fundanmental resource know edge to
figure out what proper siting nmeans. So yes, we can
set as performance goals so speak that we ought to
avoid mgratory areas or marine nmanmals or that we
ought to avoid areas where mgratory shore birds
congregate on upwellings, but we don’t know where
t hose are. So, again, to conclude that there is

mnimal risks with these types of mtigation presunes
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that you understand how that mtigation mght play
out, which by your own admi ssion in the docunent, you
don’t have the information to do. So, thank you for
the opportunity to conment. As | said, we will put
all of this in witing and submt it by the end of
next nonth.

MR. GASPER: Thank you. The next speaker
is Gndy Zipf fromthe Cean Ccean Action.

MS. ZI PF. Thank you. G fts. Again, thank
you for the opportunity for tonight. M nanme is C ndy
Zipf, Z-1-P-F. | work at C ean Ccean Action, whichis
a coalition of organizations, around 150 organi zati ons
that work to inprove and protect the waters off the
New York and New Jersey coasts. And it cane together
because of very significant water quality and ocean
pollution issues that we were facing in the 80s and
90s and ocean dunpi ng activities, industrial proposals
for offshore oil and gas devel opnents, strip mning.
There was an awful lot of industrial interest in the
region and the organi zations cane together to fight
back agai nst these industrial uses because of the
econonic value in a clean ocean and i n a heal t hy ocean
and one that provides a place for marine life to
thrive. So as we look at newinitiatives, we have a

careful eye. And as a result of those citizens and
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that work we were able to beat back all of these
i ndustrial and pollution related activities and thus
the coalition is very keen on any kind of activity to
come to New York/New Jersey region to ensure that it
is protective of ocean resources and that it invokes
the ideas and thenes of the precautionary principal.
And as you are well aware, there were two recent
studies, one by the Pews QOceans Comm ssion and the
other by the U S. GCcean Conm ssion on ocean policy
that both highlight the dyer condition of our ocean
resources here in the United States. So there is an
added responsibility to be careful and prudent in any
type of activity that’s engaged in. And this is a new
opportunity or new challenge that awaits the MVS. |
think it nmust be extrenely challenging to take on such
a vast and really undefined scope of activity out in
the ocean. So | can’t inmagi ne howchallenging it nust
be but neverthel ess we need to neet the expectations
of the public and I think you heard a great synopsis
of sone very inportant issues fromny coll eagues and
the state earlier and one of the benefits of going
later is | can skip over sone of my conments because
some of themare the sane. But | would just like to
enphasize that this PEIS is a nmssive initiative

contenpl ating i npl enent ati on of nunerous t echnol ogi es
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that are either untried on a comrerci al scal e anywhere
inthe world or have |inmted experience in sone parts
of the world, such as wind, and I think Maureen did an
excellent job of identifying that. W tal k about
t hese technol ogies as frontier, as uncertain and not
mature and yet we are enbarking on full scale
operations and | think we have to be very cautious and
take a step back and not necessarily viewthis as ful

scale inplenentation. | would like to say fromthe
outset in getting into the specifics of the PEIS that
we applaud MVB for their conmtnment to requiring
speci fic EI S under NEPA for each individual program--
proj ect . | think that’s really inportant. But |
think as you heard earlier that we agree that the PEIS
is flawed, inconplete and lacking scientific
justification for the statenents regardi ng ecol ogi cal
i npacts, assessnments and conclusion. And so in -- we
feel that you have a lot of work to do in order to
address a |l ot of these deficiencies and that the idea
that this final EIS is going to come out in four
nmonths. It raises questions about, to us, about where
our concerns are going to be taken to their fullest,
you know, to explore themto their fullest and be abl e
to i ncorporate nmuch of the information. | think what

you have heard today, tonight already is, you know,
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requires a great deal of scientific evaluation and
econoni ¢ eval uati on and what have you. So, |’ m not
sure how you are going to neet that tinme line. | know
there are regulatory or |egal requirenents under the
law for regulations but | think thisis really prudent
to be careful and | think Congress should be told
that, you know, if it can’t be done, which | think
based on what we know today, com ng up with a program
in a short time franme in which they provided in the
legislation is just not possible. Just a couple of
speci fic exanples. Again, | concur that you know, in
the PEIS you've stated that the inpacts are expected
to be negligible to mnor. W couldn’'t disagree nore
and you know, for exanple, you know, there are only
nine of fshore wind turbines in the entire world that
over three mles offshore. Recent data has becone
avai l able from the experience off of Dennmark that
rai ses serious questions about ecol ogical inpacts.
Fish migration over transm ssion |ines, birds avoi di ng
areas. So | think those studies need to be taken into
consi deration and you know, they cannot be descri bed
as negligible to mnor. Again, on the frequency of
mai nt enance trips, the PEIS states that human activity
will be relatively Iow on the wind turbines. Well

the Long Island Power Authority did their, in their
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pl anni ng docunent said that there would be over 400
trips per year to the wind turbine facility that
turbines and as TimDi | | i nghampoi nted out, there were
over 75,000 trips to Horns Rev and those were by
helicopter. Wen you start to imgi ne the em ssions
comng fromthese trips, you know, those have to be
added into the overall goal of reducing fossil fuel
em ssions and to that point, you know, the no action
alternative sites, the fact that we are going to have
alot nore inpact fromemni ssions fromcoal and nat ural
gas et cetera. But again, the PEIS does not provide
any evidence to that statenent and nor does it clarify
how alternative energy production on the OCS wll
reduce that i npact. And | think those are real
guestions that we are finding as we eval uate our own
projects off New Jersey. | think, also, as to concur
with TimDillinghamthat really energy efficiency and

conservation are given short shrift in terms of

bal anci ng and | ooking at another alternative. It’s
just not all industry. There s other efforts that can
be undert aken. In short on the cunulative inpacts

because they have been stated, we were really
di sappointed with the | ack of the conprehensive view
that MM5 has in their PEIS to eval uate the cumul ative

impacts. | nean, a PEIS should | ook at those inpacts
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froma reasonably foreseeabl e future, so fromseven --
to seven years, but in this case beyond that because
once they are built they are going to be long term
facilities. So, the final PEIS must fully explore and
guantify and describe and assess the cumulative
i mpacts and ecological inpacts of nultiple energy
production facilities. And not just wi nd turbines, as
Dan Lien said, we’'ve got LNG facilities that are
proposed up and down the coast. There are other waive
energy facilities that are proposed. Current energy
facilities using the currents of our ocean. So there
isamltiple affect as well. | think finally I would
just mention that another part of the Energy Policy
Act of 2005 was to engage the National Acadeny of
Sci ences i n assessi ng what energy resources there are
of fshore and |’ mnot -- | don’t knowif you can answer
a question, but I'’m not sure whether or not that is
wel | underway or not, but you know, they were to, NAS
was to conplete this study, providing information on
of f shore ener gy resource potential and recomendati ons

on the statutory and regulatory nechanism for

devel opi ng these resources. This would be a very
i nport ant pool of i nformation, of scientific
i nformation. But that study may take two or nore
years. So it’s not clear how MM5S wil | incorporate the
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requi renents under that study into their assessnent.
They may find out a lot of information that woul d have
been hel pful in developing the PEIS and in the rules
and regul ati ons that are bei ng consi dered. So, again,

i n conclusion, you know, we question the details and

we wll be submtting nore formal and detailed
comments on nore specificity of the concerns but it’s
just not -- we don’t understand how you are going to

resol ve these issues and really allowus to feel that
t hey’ ve been taken into consideration when the final
ElSis just four nonths away. So, thank you again for
t he opportunity and thank you.

MR. GASPER: Thank you. Look forward to
further corments. |s there anyone el se who woul d |i ke
to comment tonight? Yes sir.

MR. COHEN:. Thank you. M name is Dani el
Cohen. | am with Atlantic Capes Fisheries. | am
speaking here tonight on behalf of Garden State
Seaf ood Associ ati on and ny comments are brief. | have
a few questions. W will be submitting witten
corments. One of the things | am doing here is --
well | guess ny first series of questions would be --
this is a request. Is it possible to get from
M neral s Managenent the copy of this power point and

your previous power point from the previous hearing
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that you had at Monnouth State College, Mnnouth

Uni versity?

MR. GASPER: Yes, they’'re on the MB
websit e.

MR. COHEN:. Ckay.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Not this one though.

MR GASPER This one is not, correct.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: W Il you post this one?

MR GASPER Yes we will.

MR. COHEN: Pretty soon or do you know
when?

MR. GASPER: In the next coupl e of weeks
it will be up there.

MR. COHEN:. Ckay. You nentioned that the
final EISw Il be avail abl e, you think on August 20077?

MR, GASPER: Correct.

MR COHEN: Does that nean -- when would in
t hi s cont ext of preparing docunments you are preparing,
when would Mnerals Managenent be open for
appl i cations?

MS. BORNHOLDT: When the final rules are
out and the final rules -- we're projecting to cone
out with a proposed notice of rule making at the end
of the sunmer. And then there will be a comment

period for the NOPER, Notice of Repul se Rul e Mking.
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And i f you check the MVB. gov website we have the tine
line for that out there. Of the top of ny head, |I'm
sorry, | can’t tell you, but I knowthat the NOPER is
com ng out the end of the sumer.

MR, COHEN. kay. So | could look on te
website to see it.

MS. BORNHOLDT: Yes, MVB. gov.

MR. COHEN: Whatever tinme lineis there now
woul d be nodified so it would start from August 2007
as the key because that would be when you would
publ i sh the proposed regs and then there would be a
public comment period. It is listed there to give an
i dea of when it would be available for applications.
My sinple coments tonight would be that the
comer ci al fishing industry obviously 1is very
concerned about the inpacts of offshore wind on the
fishing industry. | have not taken the tinme yet to
| ook at your total programmatic EI'S although | have
| ooked at a redacted version that was given to ne
tonight and had a few conments. It is interesting
that, | think actually on ny first blush that there’s
a good bit of honesty here in terns of the docunent
that | have read so far and that is, is that the
docurment does point out that in probability the

construction of the wi nd parks woul d require excl usi on
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of commercial fishing vessels. | amlooking at your
5.2.4.4 and your 5.2.4.6, which both talk about that
inall likelihood commercial fishing vessels would be
excluded from the area. And clearly for the
comerci al fishing industry of New Jersey and probably
commercial fishing industry within the country, this
woul d be a consi deration. For New Jersey, if you | ook
at the areas which are within the scope of offshore
wi nd, which you have tal ked about in terns of 80 or a
100, up to 50 fathons, we are | ooki ng at basically the
nost productive surf claim and ocean habitat within
the country, 50 percent to 90 percent of the surf
claims in the country cone from that area. So
clearly, we are concerned about the inpacts to our
fisheries. At the sanme tine it is clear that, in your
7.5.2.3, you have actual ly m nim zed t he i npact of the
industry by saying that there would be nmnor to
noderate i npacts. Well, it’s really | do not believe
that these i npacts will be noderate or m nor, at |east
to our industry. It mght relative to soneone else’s
i ndustry but to our industry it could be major. The
industry itself is thinking about how do we respond,
both to your EIS and we will be submtting comments
between now and the date of the My 21, but the

reality is, is that we are also trying to figure out

NEAL R. GROSS
COURT REPORTERS AND TRANSCRIBERS
1323 RHODE ISLAND AVE., N.W.
(202) 234-4433 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005-3701 www.nealrgross.com




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

34

how to think outside the box because the reality is
C ndy Zi pf spoke about cunulative inpacts. | don't
bel i eve you can nodel the cumrul ative inpacts because
you don’t yet know whether as the Littoral Society
said, are we building one tower or are we buil ding 100
or 140 or 200. And are you building one park of 200
off of Delaware or are you building multiple parks
fromDelaware all the way to the tip of Long Island?
And facts, you can’t nodel that since you don’t know
the choices people wll nake. You can't really
determ ne what the inpacts are and you can’'t really
therefore say what the inpact will be to individua

fishing industries or ports throughout New Jersey or
t he coast wide. And therefore, the traditional way of
| ooking at this, we believe, 1is fundanentally
i npossible to predict and may not be the correct
response by both the comrercial fishing industry and
by peopl e t hi nki ng about devel opi ng this of fshore wi nd
resource because again |ooking at the conments and
predicting where things could go, there my be
opportunities to recreationally fish anongst these,

maybe not or maybe. Again, your document says there
may not be but the probability is there will be. The
docurnent -- there will be some i npacts upon diving, et

cetera. And then at the sane tinme it is clear from
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| msure your guidelines, that people are not going to
be putting towers directly on archeol ogi cal sites and
therefore there will, if you do not exclude people
from di ving anongst them which probably around the
worl d has not happened, access woul d be mai ntai ned.
But the one user group who wll be significantly
i npacted, will be nobile gear fishernmen and we bel i eve
that so far, what we’'ve seen, does not adequately
address it, bothin terns of what you have witten but
nore i nportantly conceptual |y because | don’t think we
can really conceive the future, not knowi ng the
devel opnent of technology and not knowing the
curmul ative inmpact of cunulative technologies, i.e
buoys, wave attenuators, w nd turbines under the water
and wind turbines above the water -- | nean wave,
tidal turbine or below the water current turbine and
wi nd turbines above the water. Now all of these are
basi cally, you know, fixed gear in another area where
other fixed gear fishernen are working and other
fisherman are working and they are potentially the
only significant inpact that | see. So, | am just
very basically giving the place order to say we are
here. | am happy that you are taking our comments.
W hope to be able to submit nore conments in witing

by May 21. Thank you very nuch
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MR. GASPER: Thank you. Anyone el se who

woul d |'i ke to make comments here tonight? Oay. |In
that case, thank you for all comng. The neeting is
officially cl osed.

(Whereupon the foregoing Public Hearing was

concluded at 8:08 p.m)
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